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TUESDAY, JULY 30, 1957 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SuscomMirree To INvEsTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Acr 
AND Oruer INTERNAL Security Laws, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10:25 a. m., in room 
457, Senate Office Building, Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. 
Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
research director; and F. W. Schroeder, chief investigator. 
Senator Hruska. The committee will come to order. Will you call 
the first witness, Judge Morris? 
Mr. Morris. Mr. Goldblatt? 
I would like the record to show that Mr. Goldblatt has appeared in 
a short executive session and has been sworn. 
Mr. Forer. That’s right; yes, sir. 
Mr. Morris. Be seated, Mr. Goldblatt. 


TESTIMONY OF LOUIS GOLDBLATT, SECRETARY-TREASURER, 
INTERNATIONAL LONGSHOREMEN’S AND WAREHOUSEMEN’S 
UNION, ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. Senator, this witness is called this morning in con- 
nection with the activity of the ILWU, which is a union concerning 
which the subcommittee has received evidence that has involved Com- 
munist Party activity. 

The Internal Security Subcommittee went to Honolulu in Novem- 
ber and December 1956 and had extensive hearings on the Communist 
activity within the ILWU. That, of course, involved mostly the 
activity of local 142, which is the Hawaiian local of the ILWU. 

About 2 months ago, I think it was, a subpena was issued to Mr. 
Goldblatt and at that time Mr. Goldblatt was engaged in activity 
for the union and asked that his appearance be deferred; and subse- 
quently Mr. Goldblatt was having a vacation and again we put off 
our hearing in order to accommodate Mr. Goldblatt. 

Have I stated the situation correctly, Counsel ? 

Mr. Forer. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Generally. 

Senator Hruska. We can state, counsel, that the appearance of the 
witness here is pursuant to subpena. 

Mr. Forer. Yes, sir; pursuant to subpena, I would like the record 
to show, Senator, that we object to the entire proceeding on the 
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ground that this inquiry cannot serve a valid legislative purpose and 
that the committee does not have the power to compel testimony 1n 
light of the decisions in the Watkins and Peck cases. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. In that connection, the chairman 
would like to make this statement by way of showing the connective 
grounds or connective purposes between the inquiry here and the 
legislative purposes of the committee. 

This is a legislative committee and one of the committee’s jobs 
is the legislative oversight of the Internal Security Act which in- 
cludes the Communist Control Act of 1954 dealing with Communist 
activity in labor unions; also other bills dealing with this question 
of Communist infiltration of labor unions have been referred to 
this subcommittee because the question is one which affects the internal 
security of our country. 

The committee has a duty and obligation to the Senate to arrive 
at sound legislative recommendations in this area of legislative pur- 
poses, and in order to know whether additional legislation is needed 
or desired to deal with the problem of Communist infiltration of 
labor unions and if so, what kind of legislation. For this purpose 
this subcommittee needs to have as much information as it can 
get respecting Communist activity in the labor field, Communist 
efforts to infiltrate the labor unions and Communist connections and 
activities of union officials in particular. 

The subcommittee therefore, Mr. Witness, is interested in any 
and all associations you may have had with the Communist Party 
while you were a labor union official. Such association as member- 
ship would have a bearing on your qualifications and your ability 
to testify as to these things which I have already mentioned. 

The subcommittee is informed that you were at one time an in- 
structor in the Workers’ School at 463 Hayes Street in San Fran- 
cisco where you taught the subject, “Youth in the Class Struggle.” 

The committee is interested in this and other information because 
the recent decision of the Supreme Court in the Yates cases indi- 
cates the necessity for revision of the Smith Antisubversion Act; 
and in order to make intelligent legislative recommendations in that 
area, the subcommittee needs to know as much as possible about what 
has been taught and what is being taught in Communist Party 
schools. 

We understand also that you at that time, in the Western Summer 
School for Workers in Berkeley, taught the “Future of the CIO” 
and other subjects. 

You may be asked, during the course of this inquiry, about your 
present connection, if any, with the world Communist controversy. 

This subcommittee is very much interested in the problem pre- 
sented by Communist infiltration of key labor unions and is anxious 
to learn as much as possible about how Communist activity in this 
field is carried on and how labor unions are used to further Com- 
munist objectives. 

We want to know all these things as a basis for making legislative 
recommendations for the protection of the internal security of the 
United States. 

Your union, because of its highly strategic position in the political 
and economic life of Hawaii, is in a position to have special impact, 
through its actions, on the security of the United States, and thus the 
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problem presented by Communist infiltration through your union 
or through any of the officials of your union is of particular interest 
to this committee in its special office as a factfinding and recommend- 
ng body for the entire Congress. 

‘ou may be asked questions about your knowledge of the use of 
union funds for the defense of Communists, because this is one facet 
of the problem of Communist infiltration of unions and the utiliza- 
tion of unions for Communist purposes and the attainment of Commu- 
nist objectives, with respect to which this committee is seeking to de- 
termine facts which may form the basis for legislative recommenda- 
tions. 

That is the preliminary statement whereby we hope that you can 
readily see the conection between these inquiries and the legislative 
purposes of this committee, and we will go on from there. 

You may proceed with your questions, Judge Morris, unless there 
are some observations or some questions that either the witness or coun- 
sel may have with reference to the purposes of this committee and the 
special purposes of this hearing this morning. 

Mr. Morris. Counsel, has the witness a copy of Resolution 366? 

Mr. Forer. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Counsel likewise is familiar therewith and has 
studied same ? 

Mr. Forer. I have studied it. I have never been able to understand 
it any more than I can understand your general statement. 

Senator Hruska. At least you were given an opportunity to observe 
it and be guided by your own conclusions with reference to both of 
them ? 

Mr. Forer. Yes; that’s right. After studying it I am convinced 
it is too vague to support the legislative function of this committee. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Goldblatt, will you give your name and address for 
the public record ? 

r. GotpsLatr. My name is Louis Goldblatt. Address, 150 Golden 
Gate Avenue, San Francisco. 

Mr. Morris. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Gotpsxatr. I am the secretary-treasurer of the International 
Longshoremen and Warehousemen’s Union. 

Mr. Morris. What is the International Longshoremen’s and Ware- 
housemen’s Union ? 

Mr. Gotpstatr. It is a trade union. 

Mr. Morris. How many members does it have ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Oh, approximately 65,000. 

Mr. Morris. Where is its headquarters ? 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. In San Francisco. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you can tell us where some of the more 
important locals of the IL are located ? 

r. Gotpsiatr. The principal membership of the union is along 
the western seaboard, in the States of California, Oregon, and Wash- 
ington. We have a substantial membership in Hawaii. We have 
members in Alaska, some in British Columbia. 

Senator Hruska. How long have you been associated with the 
union, Mr. Goldblatt ? 

Mr. Gorpetatt. I have been a member of the union since 1935. 

oe Hrusxa. What have been your various capacities in that 
union 
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Mr. Gotppatr. I have held the position of vice president of the 
Warehouse Local 6, of which I am a member. I have served as 
international representative for some time. I was elected interna- 
tional secretary-treasurer around 1943. 

Senator Hruska. How long has it been that you have been a full- 
time officer or employee of the union ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Of the ILWU? 1942, 1943 or 1941, thereabouts. 

Senator Hruska. How long have you been secretary-treasurer ? 

Mr. Gotppiatr. Since 1943. 


Senator Hruska. How far east does your union have locals at the 
present ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. We have small locals in Chicago, New Orleans, 
Washington, D.C. Those are comparatively insignificant. 

Senator Hruska. Have any efforts been made to extend the number 


of locals and your jurisdiction into other parts of the country in 
recent days? 


Mr. Gotppiatrr. Where? 
you mean. 


Senator Hruska. Have you any special drive at the present time 
or in recent months, for example, in the southern part of the country 
or the eastern part of the country ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. No. 

Senator Hruska. Have you made efforts to get into the New York 
area in recent months? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. No, we haven’t. 


Senator Hruska. Have you conducted any negotiations or any 
transactions preliminary to getting into the New York area? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. I don’t know what you mean by that, Senator. 

Senator Hruska. Have you a representative in New York repre- 
senting your union and interested in its establishment in the New 
York area ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. We have an observer in New York. He is not there 


for the purpose of trying to organize workers in New York. 
Senator Hruska. What is his name? 


Mr. Gotpstatr. His name is Charles Velson. 

Mr. Morris. I think the record should show, Senator, that Mr. 
Velson has appeared before the Internal Security Subcommittee, and 
when questions were asked him about his connections with the Com- 
munist Party he refused to answer, claiming his privilege under the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. I might add that the workers in New York, the 
longshoremen, for example, are very well organized and seem to be 
doing quite well. 

Mr. Morris. How much money does Mr. Velson have, to carry out 
his activities which you described as observer ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Mr. Morris, I intended to decline to answer any 
questions concerning finances, and if you will allow me, I would like 
to explain why. 

Senator Hruska. You will be permitted to state your reasons. 

Mr. Goipsiatr. For the past year and a half, I believe, or at least 
a year and 4 or 5 months, there have been 2 agents of the Department 
of Internal Revenue who have been ferreting through our books and 
records, our financial records. They have indicated that they have 
varied purposes in doing this research job on our records. 


We are always organizing, if that is what 
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Frankly, we suspect their motives, and we think that they are trying 
to build some sort of a case against our union. , 

About 2 months ago 2 agents of the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion called upon me and notified me that they were there, pursuant 
to the instructions of warrant only, to investigate whether or not the 
financial return we filed with the Department of Labor each year was 
a fraudulent one, and on the following specific bases at least: Namely, 
that in 1952 the Supreme Court of the United States handed down a 
decision against us in the so-called Juneau Spruce case, which was a 
suit for damages that arose out of a strike in Alaska. The judgment 
was for a million dollars. 

The truth of the matter is, we did not list that as a liability when we 
filed our financial statement with the Department of Labor. 

Of course, that merely indicates the fantastic extremes to which 
some people in the Government are going to try to rig some sort of 
charge against us. 

There are no accusations, there have been none, and I am sure there 
will never be any about personal malfeasance in office or misappro- 
priation of funds or some of the other scandalous activities that have 
recently been making the headlines around the country. 

There are none such against any of the officials of the ILWU, nor 
will there ever be. 

However, it is quite apparent to me and to our entire union that 
these efforts on the part of the Department of Internal Revenue and 
the efforts on the part of the Federal Bureau of Investigation are part 
of a pattern of continuous harassment against this union. 

Consequently, I don’t intend to answer any questions concerning 
funds. 

Mr. Morris. On what grounds? 

Mr. Gorpe.atr. On the grounds just given and the privileges ac- 
corded me under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. May I point out that the privilege under the fifth 
amendment is a privilege that adheres to you personally; and as far 
as the union finances are concerned, you cannot, on behalf of the 
union, claim that privilege for the union. 

If you are going to claim the privilege under the fifth amendment, 
it means you, personally, are saying that if you answer the question 
you might possibly incriminate yourself, not the union. 

Mr. Goupsiatr. Mr. Morris, I am the one who makes the returns 
to the Department of Labor as secretary. 

Mr. Morris. You feel, as a possibility of personal responsibility, 
you decline to answer that question ? 

Mr. Gotpsxatt. For the grounds just given. I know they are rather 
lengthy, but I thought you were entitled to the explanation. 

Mr. Morris. The grounds given to include the privilege under the 
fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Definitely. 

Senator Hruska. The chairman would like to point out that the use 
of union funds by anyone who represents your union who might. be 
active in the Communist Party is definitely a part of our inquiry. We 
feel that it serves a legislative purpose. 
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We want to know if there has been any connection between any of 
the unions and the funds which they have and the Communist Party 
and whether one is being used by the other. 

Therefore, we feel that that is a legitimate objective of inquiry and 
that it will serve a definite legislative purpose. 

Mr. Gotpeiatr. Senator, if you will get the Department of Internal 
Revenue and the FBI off our backs and stop them on this ferreting 
and harrassment and what we think is a deliberate frameup program 
against the union, I will answer all questions on finances until the 
cows come home or dust falls around here. 

Senator Hruska. Any activities in which they are engaged are pre- 
sumably legal activities, activities in which they are engaging pursuant 
to law and in compliance with the general statutory provisions. It is 
difficult for this committee to reach out and assume to have any juris- 
diction over their activities. 

Mr. Goipsxatr. I wish I could agree with you. I am not, of course, 
here to argue with you, but we don’t believe their activities are in 
keeping with their function and duties. 

We saw 20 years of deliberate, repeated, trials and harrassment of 
the president of our union on exactly the same charges and same 
trumped-up evidence. Finally the matter has been put to rest, but 
that was 20 years of persecution of the man. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, the reason for asking that question of this 
particular witness was because we have information that Mr. Velson, 
the person to whom reference has been made, has been spending money 
trying to exert the power of the ILWU on the east coast. We got 
various reports as to the extent of this and we have no way of deter- 
mining exactly how much he has been given by the union unless we 
ask the secretary-treasurer of the union. It is information we require 
for the continuance of our investigations. 

Mr. Goupsiatr. I have answered your question, Judge Morris, re- 
garding any efforts to organize on the east coast. We are not trying 
to organize on the east coast. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. Have you further questions, Judge 
Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, Senator. 

Can you tell us how many members there are in the ILWU? 

Mr. Gotpsiatt. I have given you the answer to that question. It 
is approximately 65,000. It varies seasonally, by the way. 

Mr. Morris. Now, are you acquainted with a recent visit of some 
ILWU clerks to the east coast ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatt. I am. 

Mr. Morris. There is a reference to it in the Dispatcher, which is 
the official publication of your union, is it not? 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. I have before me the Dispatcher of June 7, 1957, and 
it reports an item that “ILA officials welcome visiting ILWU clerks.” 

Could you tell us about that visit ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Why don’t you read the Dispatcher’s story into the 
record? Itisall there. 

Mr. Morris. I think you know more about it than appears in the 
Dispatcher. I ask you to answer the question as a witness. 

Mr. Gorpsxatr. Is there any particular aspects of that visit that 
puzzle you? 
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Mr. Morris. Is that representative of the activity of the ILWU on 
the east coast and if so, what is the purpose 

Mr. Goupsiatr. Any visit is a form of activity; just the very fact 
that you take an airplane, that is a form of activity. 

Senator Hruska. What was the purpose of the visit ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. As I tried to aaliie to Judge Morris, it is all 
covered in the Dispatch. I can supplement it here if you wish. 

Senator Hruska. We would rather have your testimony than that 
of the publication. 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. The west-coast longshoremen, clerks, and walk- 
ing bosses contract was opened this spring for a wage review—not 
just confined to wages, but welfare and several other aims were in- 
cluded, matters of the penalty rates and skill differentials, and so 
forth. 

One of the issues that was pending in that wage review which was 
subject to negotiations and in the event of a deadlock would then go 
to arbitrations, was the wages paid to ship clerks. 

I hope you will bear with me; it is a little bit complicated, but I 
will try to simplify it because it is a subject concerning longshore- 
men and clerks, but I am sure you will get the full impact “of the 
visit of these clerks to the east coast. 

The longshoremen of the west coast work under a basic 6-hour-day 
provision; namely, the 6-hour day is work performed from 8 a. m. 
to 3 p.m. They are paid at the straight-time rate for that 6-hour 
period and all work thereafter is on the overtime rate, including 
nights, Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays. That is the hourly pro- 
vision of the longshoremen. 

The ship clerks, who work side by each of the longshoremen 
either in the receiving or checking of cargo on the dock or in the 
hold of the vessel—depending upon the nature of the operations, 
and that varies with different commodities—have a basic 8-hour day; 
namely, they will work from 8 in the morning to 5 in the afternoon 
before their overtime starts. That has resulted in a certain dis- 
parity in their take-home pay at the end of 8 hours, for obvious 
reasons. 

Although the ship clerks have been making 10 cents an hour more 
than the longshoremen on their hourly rate of pay, when it came to 
the end of 8 straight-time hours, the ship clerk had lagged behind 
the longshoremen in the terms of the total amount of take-home pay. 
It is easy to take pencil and paper and figure that out. 

Consequently, they, the clerks, were preparing for their negotia- 
tions and they had a ‘plan to effect parity. There were two ways of 
trying to determine parity. One was to recompute the ship clerks’ 
wages so as to give them the same take-home pay based on 6 hours 
of straight time and 2 hours of overtime that the longshoremen had. 
And the other way would be to convert the 8 hours to 6 hours 
straight and 2 hours overtime. That would be the second. The 
second one would be extremely inconvenient to the shipowner and ship- 
pers: the reason for that being that the cubehnistion section of ship 
clerks, perhaps as much as 70 percent of them, work in conjunction 
with the teamster deliveries or pickups on the docks, and the teamsters 
are on an 8-hour day, so a changeover to a 6-hour day would have 
dislocated too many things in terms of computation of wages and 
so on. 
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The other way of measuring parity, therefore, was to try to meas- 
ure the ship clerks’ conditions on the west coast with comparable 
working conditions with the same companies on the east coast. 

Bear in mind the work is identical. In other words, the ship 
clerk checking cargo in San Francisco is doing exactly the same 
work as the ship clerk does in checking cargo in New York or 
Newark. 

Senator Hruska. What is the interest of the ILWU in the eastern 
wage scale? Have you jurisdiction there or are—— 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. No, the men do identically the same work and iden- 
tically for the same companies. 

Senator Hruska. What interest has your union in the wage struc- 
ture on the east coast ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. They always have a certain relationship to each 
other. They do the same work. The same is true with the seaman’s 
wages on the east coast; it has a direct relationship to the seaman’s 
wages on the west coast. 

Senator Hruska. Unless you have locals on the east coast, unless you 
have some jurisdiction on the east coast, I just wondered what is your 
interest on the east coast wages? 

Mr. Gotpsuatr. Jurisidiction is of no importance. Let me give 
you an example. 

Assuming there were two General Motors plants—both of them in 
Detroit. One happened to be in one union and the other happened to 
be in a different union. Obviously, these workers are directly in- 
terested and affected by the wage scales and conditions in each one of 
these General Motors plants. 

All that a shipping company is, if I can explain this to you, a ship- 
ping company and a ship is only a floating aay or floating ware- 
house; so that companies like the American President Lines, Matson, 
Luckenbach, Moore-McCormack, Pope-Talbot, Isbrandtsen, and I 
could go on and on and on. These companies operate off both these 
coasts. The work is identical, the longshore work is identical. 

We believe that the ship clerk work is identical, and if you will let 
me finish my point I think you will understand the significance of this 
visit. 

It was our opinion that the only possible argument that the Pavific 
Maritime Association, the employers, would have in arbitration on the 
issue of the ship clerks’ wages, would be for one reason or another the 
work was completely different. In other words, we were fearful that 
the employers would come along and say, “It is true that the shi 
clerks on the east coast work an 8-hour day. The same is true with 
the ship clerks on the west coast. However, their work is arranged 
slightly different. Their duties vary a bit and therefore the disparity 
in wages is not unjustified.” 

Consequently, this delegation was of extreme importance to study 
the operation and find out whether the functions of a ship clerk, su- 

ervisory clerk, or checker happened to be identical on the east coast 
or the same companies as they were on the west coast. 

Incidentally, they discovered that they were, and I am sure the 
committee will be very happy to hear that when the case went to 
arbitration, in addition to getting across-the-board increases that the 
longshoremen got, the clerks got an additional 5 cents an hour to close 
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the difference and disparity between themselves and the longshoremen 
and the east coast clerks. 

It was a very successful venture. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your answer to the question that the clerks came 
east to study the conditions and learn these factors ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. That was the purpose of it. 

Mr. Morris. Is it one of the objectives of the ILWU to secure a 
common expiration date to terminate contracts ¢ 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. That is not merely our objective, that is the objec- 
tive of the House Merchant Fisheries Committee. That is the objec- 
tive of the Federal Maritime Board; that is the objective of a sub- 
stantial number of east coast employers and I know that it is the 
objective of the west coast employers. 

r. Morris. What is the purpose of that? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. The purpose is clearly explained 

By the way, perhaps the best thing for this committee to do—I 
would like to talk about these things because I think it is important 
that the entire cofmmittee and the Senate, of course, being interested 
in the stability of the maritime industry, should know about these 
things. It is a lengthy subject. There were exhaustive hearings 
held on this and it might be well to enter this into the record. 

Mr. Morris. You are referring to the Bonner committee report? 

Mr. Gotpsiatt. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. We are cognizant of that. 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. You are what? 

Mr. Morris. We are cognizant of that report. 

Mr. Goupsiatr. I see. Then you understand the value of the com- 
mon expiration date. It would be of tremendous value to the in- 
dustry as a whole. It would be of benefit to the unions. It would 
stop what is commonly called the “whipsaw,” and other expressions, 
“whiplash,” the “stepladder,” and so forth. 

We have a situation in the maritime industry right now where dif- 
ferent unions have different expiration dates. There is a continuous 
maneuvering where every union wants to be last in negotiations. 
The reason is quite obvious: If everybody else has settled, a compara- 
tively small group of men, even a handful of men, think they have 
an economic strength over the proportion of their numbers. It re- 
sults in collective bargaining by maneuver instead of by merits. It 
unstabilizes the industry. We know it has done a tremendous amount 
of damage to intercoastal trade which we think is one of the aspects 
of the industry which should be revived. It is moving ahead, but 
what it needs more than anything is some stability. 

Mr. Morris. It does make it possible to have an industrywide strike, 
does it not, universal in nature ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. You don’t need a common expiration date to have 
an industrywide strike. 

Mr. Morris. It would be much more difficult to have an industrywide 
strike when having different terminal dates on the east coast and on 
the west coast ? 

Mr. Gortpsiatr. That’s not true. Any unionman worthy of his salt 
won’t handle a scab ship, contract or no contract. That is our position. 

Mr. Morris. You are acquainted with the strike that the ILWU 
carried on in Honolulu in 1950? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. That was not in 1950. 
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Mr. Morris. 1949 ¢ 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. 1949. 

Mr. Morris. But it lasted into 1950! 

Mr. Gotpgxatr. No. 

Mr. Morris. Of what duration was that strike ? 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. That was a lollapalooza. That strike lasted almost 
6 months. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have working on the islands of Hawaii three 
different groups, do you not? The sugar plantation workers, the pine- 
apple workers and the longshoremen. 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. You didn’t strike the three groups, did you ¢ 

Mr. GotppLatr. We have a fourth group, too—miscellaneous 
workers. 

Mr. Morris. You didn’t strike all categories of your workers, did 
you ¢ 

Mr. Goutpstatr. That was a strike of longshoremen only. And I 
would like to point out to the committee that tHere were only two 
issues in that strike, no others. 

I know the committee has been there, and I wish the committee had 
taken the time to find out a little more about that 1949 strike. It was 
extremely important. It had certain basic sociological issues. We 
think that it actually involved the fundamental issue of economic sta- 
tus. The basic issue in that strike was that the longshoremen in Hawaii 
were being paid 42 cents an hour less than the longshoremen on the 
west coast, leaving aside other conditions, the question of hiring hall, 
grievance machinery, load limitations and other aspects of the contract, 
and the basic 6-hour day which prevails on the west coast as against 
the 8-hour day in Hawaii, leaving aside all those, the longshoremen in 
Hawaii were being paid 42 cents an hour less for doing exactly the 
same work on the same cargo for the same shippers as the longshoremen 
on the west coast. 

All they were trying to do in the course of that strike was not elimi- 
nate that entire differential but to narrow that gap somewhat. 

I know a great deal about it because I happened to live with al- 
most that entire strike outside of a short period. 

The longshoremen on the west coast had just gotten a 15-cent-an- 
hour wage boost when the contract in Hawaii was opened. I had 
indicated to the employers any number of ways that they could have 
made an offer, even slightly in excess of the 15 cents, that if they 
made an offer of, say, 16 cents, which would have closed the gap be- 
tween Hawaii and the mainland by 1 penny—and at that rate it would 
have been some 42 years for the Hawaii longshoremen to get the same 
basic wages for the same work as the west coast men—if they had 
made 1 penny in addition to the 15 cents, we would have been inclined 
to settle and not strike. 

The employers’ position was adamant. They refused to grant even 
the 15 cents. The best offer and final offer was 12 cents, which would 
have widened the gap to 45 cents as against the west coast long- 
shoremen. 

The strike began. The other proposal to go was to submit the issue 
to arbitration. The employers conducted a vitriolic campaign 
action, a fantastic campaign, and I think that is one of the things 
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that this committee ought to investigate, which by the time they got 
through, identified arbitration with anarchy, communism, free love, 
and atheism. You couldn’t tell the difference between any of them. 

Just a simple question of arbritation, something that exists in indus- 
tries all over the country, something that the Matson Co. adheres to in 
San Francisco. 

Incidentally, Senator and Judge, there happened to be some special 
hearings conducted by the Senate Labor Committee sometime during 
that strike, the latter part—I am not sure of the exact months, either 
August or September, 1949—when these questions were asked, when 
the then Secretary of the Department of Labor Tobin urged arbi- 
tration. He was pilloried by the press. Senator Morse urged arbi- 
tration. He too was attacked. And when a Federal judge of San 
Francisco happened to gratuitously remark in the course of one of 
their hearings that perhaps arbitration was the solution, he, too, was 
ignored. 


Now, the final outcome is this, Judge: It was a 6-month’s strike and 
a very bitter strike. I know you took a lot of testimony in Hawaii 
that certain people suffered. I would like to make this very plain, 
and I would like to have this in the record, Judge, that nobody 
suffered during that strike like the longshoremen did. They are the 
men who had to do without. They are the ones who really took the 
brunt of it and they never broke ranks; not a single man went back to 
work. 

Mr. Morris. The islanders suffered very greatly, did they not? 

Mr. Goxpsiartr. I don’t think so. I think that a lot of the stories 
are exaggerated, and fabricated and I think the committee itself was 
terribly delinquent in a failure to get more accurate information. 

What is the score today’? The situation today is as follows: 

Approximately a year ago we signed an agreement in Hawaii 
which closed down the last chapter of the 1949 Hawaii longshore- 
men’s strike. That agreement provided for a 5-year extension of 
contract with certain automatic progressions and wages, so that, at 
the end of 5 years, the longshoremen in Hawaii will be getting exactly 
the same wages as the longshoremen on the west coast. And during 
the interim, any wage adjustments that are made for the west coast 
longshoremen automatically apply in Hawaii. 

So that in our last arbitration we got an 8-cent increase that auto- 
matically applied to Hawaii, plus an augmented amount to help 
eliminate a differential. 

Senator Hruska. That is all very interesting, I am sure, in its 
proper setting. It is almost fascinating. But it is a long way from 
New York, which is what we are concerned with here. 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. We have been belayed for this 1949 strike and yet 
history has proven we were right; history has proven that the em- 
ployers had no business forcing this strike and history has proven 
that the economy down there can pay those wages instead of trying to 
classify those citizens in a second-class position. 

Senator Hruska. This, I think, is important and interesting; but 
it has little connection with your union in New York. 

Mr. Gorpsuatr. I think that the judge 

Senator Hruska. This is far beyond the purpose of this inquiry. 

Mr. Gotpstatt. I didn’t ask that question; the judge asked that 
question. 
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Senator Hruska. I am aware of that, but let’s get back to the 
New York situation, because that is the particular area in which we 
are inquiring. 

Have you any further questions about that situation, Judge Morris? 

Mr. Morris. No; I have questions about the WFTU which I was 
leading up to. 

Senator Hruska. How long has Mr. Velson been your represent- 
ative on the east coast / 

Mr. Gotpgxatrr. I don’t recall the exact date, Senator. I think 
areund 1954, thereabouts. 

Senator Hruska. And what are his assigned duties, what is his 
sphere of activity ¢ 

Mr. Goupsiatr. He is an observer. As I said before, we are not 
trying to organize the east coast. He is an observer for the ILWU. 

There are a number of things that occur on the east coast and in 
other ports that have a very direct and important interest to us. 

For example, we have been extremely anxious to follow the work- 
ings of the Waterfront Commission. We think it is an extremely 
unjust body. We think it presents a real menace not only to the 
longshoremen who are compelled to work under its aegis, but to other 
longshoremen throughout the country. 

We would not like to see any such body on the west coast. We want 
all the information we can get about its operation, and on that score, 
Mr. Velson provides a very ‘great service. We know a great deal now 
about its method of blac klisting and discrimination and its method 
used for strikebreaking, too, and they boast about it. 

We went through a similar situation with the Coast Guard on the 
west coast. We struggled with that problem for some, oh, 6, 7 years. 
We knew the whole ‘thing was illegal because we h: ad talked to emi- 
nent attorneys on the m: utter. They had gone through the thing in 
great detail. They told us the entire proceeding was ‘ileg al. In the 
meantime, the Coast Guard went along and blacklisted all kinds of 
men, sc vreened them off the ships. They tried to apply the same regu- 
lations to the longshoremen and succeeded in part, I will admit, but 
not entirely. 

Senator Hruska. Who is associated with Mr. Velson in his activi- 
ties on behalf of your union ? 

Mr. Goips.atr. He is our only representative in New York. 

Senator Hruska. He is your only representative. Have you any 
other representatives on the east coast? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. We have a Washington representative, yes. 

Senator Hruska. What is his name? 

Mr. Gotpsiatt. Jeff Kibre. 

Senator Hruska. How long has he been in that capacity? Is he 
an observer ¢ 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. No, he is a lobbyist. 

Senator Hruska. Now, Velson; what does Velson have as his pre- 
scribed duties or activities? 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. Well, I don’t know exactly what you mean by that. 

Senator Hruska. What else does he do besides ‘hes serve in the type 
of operation to which you have already referred ? 

Mr. Gomwstatr. Not only matters of the waterfront commission ; 
there are a lot of new operations going into effect on the east coast. 
Those are operations that have to ‘do with new devices and methods 


ee 
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of handling cargo, the piggyback method, for example, the roll-on, 
roll-off method. They will be introduced primarily in intercoastal 
trade. They will affect our work. It is important that we find out all 
we can about it—the men being used, the longshore gang size. He 
tries to keep an eye on contracts on the east coast, the negotiations. 
They, too, have an impact on the longshoremen of the west coast. 

Mr. Morris. What is the association of you and your longshoremen 
with the World Federation of Trade Unions ? 

Mr. Goipsiatr. At the present moment we have no association with 
them. 

Mr. Morris. You have attended their meetings of WF TU? 

Mr. Goupsxiatr. I have. 

Mr. Morris. Your union has been affiliated with the WFTU ? 

Mr. Gotpsiarr. For a short while we were affiliated with the mari- 
time division. 

Mr. Morris. What isthe WFTU ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. World Federation of Trade Unions. 

Mr. Morris. You have been to their meetings. Wiil you tell 
about them ? 

Mr. Goxpsiatt. It is a federation of trade unions from different 
countries. It claims some 80 million members. 

Mr. Morris. Is it Communist controlled ? 

Mr. Goupsiatr. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, did you encounter at these meet- 
ing you have attended persons you knew to be members of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Let me put it this way: When I attended the first 
meeting of the maritime division of the World Federation of Trade 
Unions in Marseilles, there were present representatives from long- 
shoremen’s unions in France, Italy, Holland; there were some from 
the Soviet Union, from Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, I believe; 
were some representatives from Australia. 

Mr. Morris. I will reframe the question. 

Have you yourself been a Communist ? 

Mr. Forer. I am going to object to that question as obviously having 
nothing to do with the claimed legislative purpose of this committee. 

Doesn’t this committee learn something from the decisions in the 
Peck case, and so forth? Obviously, the witness is here ready, will- 
ing, and anxious to talk about the activities of the ILWU, and now 
you are switching to what amounts to a personal inquisition of the 
witness. 

I don’t think that the Congress is interested in that or has a right 
to be interested in that. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, by way of giving some background to that 
question, we have extensive evidence to date showing that the Commu- 
nist Party and the Communist International Organization has oper- 
ated within the ILWU. We have further sworn testimony to the 
effect that the witness here today has been a Communist. We are try- 
ing to determine whether or not he is qualified to tell us whether cr not 
Communists are in fact working within the LLWU, of which he is the 
secretary-treasurer. 


I think it is a necessary question in order to support the testimony 
of the witness. 


98215—58—pt. 77——-3 


there 











4516 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. Forer. Senator, if Mr. Morris is going to talk publicly about 
witnesses that have talked against my client, I ask that they be pro- 
duced here so that I can cross-examine them. 

If that is not the “F edure, I don’t think we should go into the 
subject at all, because I don’t think it has a legislative function. 

Senator Hruska. Well, have you stated in full the extent of your 
reasons why you don’t 

Mr. Forer. I stated my objections, the reasons why; yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. I will overrule that refusal to answer on the 
grounds assigned and I will instruct the witness to answer. 

Mr. Goxtps.atrr. I am not a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. That wasn’t the question, Senator. 

“Have you been a Communist” is the question. 

Mr. Forer. Do you want to make that a little less vague ? 

Mr. Morris. Have you in the past been a member of the Communist 
Party ! 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. I am sorry, I got the question wrong. 

I would like to state that on that particular question I think that 
it not only has no good legislative purpose, I believe that it is simply 
investigation for investigation’s sake alone and I will decline to 
answer that question based upon those reasons and on the recent 
decisions of the Supreme Court as well as upon the fifth amendment. 

Senator Hruska. I will overrule all of the assigned reasons except 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Gotpsxatr. Incidentally, I ought to make another point here 
and I think you ought to be aware of it, Senator. 

I believe that committee counsel and the committee itself is aware 
of the fact that our union has been in compliance with Taft-Hartley 
for a number of years past, at least since 1949, I believe, and during 
that entire period we have continued in compliance with Taft-Hartley 
and that includes the officers signing a non-Communist affidavit. 

Your committee is aware of those things. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair will rule that all of the objections and 
the grounds for refusing to answer except the fifth amendment are 
overruled, and inasmuch as one of the grounds is considered valid 
and recognized, you are not required to answer the question. 

Have you any further questions, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. I would like to know whether the witness was a Com- 
munist at the time he received notice that he was to appear here for 
testimony. 

Mr. Forer. When you say the “witness was a Communist,” the 
definition of “Communist” varies a great deal. 

As a matter of fact, the court says that the term is too vague to be 
made the basis of an indictment. 

Can you tell us what you mean when you say “a Communist”? 

Mr. Morris. What were your connec tions with the Communist Party 
when you received notice in May or June of this year that you would 
appear before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee ? 

Mr. Gortpstatr. That is vaguer yet. 

Mr. Morrrs. You can’t tell us what your connection with the Com- 
munist Party was at that time? 

Mr. Gortpeiatr. I don’t know what you mean. 

Mr. Morris. You do not? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. No. 
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Mr. Morris. Specifically, were you a member of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. GotpsLatt. I have already answered those questions. 

Mr. Morris. What is your answer ¢ 

Mr. Goupsiatr. I have answered the question. I have told you I 
am not a member of the Communist Party. I have told you that this 
union has been in compliance with Taft-Hartley since 1949. We have 
signed the affidavits. 

Vhat are you trying todo? Are you merely try ing to entrap me? 
T hope that isn’t the purpose of this hearing. 

Senator Hruska. The witness is here to answer questions, not to ask 
them, Mr. Goldblatt. 

Do you want to assert your grounds previously assigned? If you 
do, say so, there will be a ruling and we will go on to the next ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Gotpstatr. O. K. I assert the ground previously stated. 

Senator Hruska. Very well, the objections are all overruled except 
the resort to the fifth amendment and that will be accepted as valid 
ground for not answering. 

You may proceed, Mr. “Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever used the name “Louis Miller” as an 
alias? 

Mr. Forrr. On behalf of the witness I object to that question as 
impertinent and again not fulfilling a legislative purpose. 

Senator Hruska. The objection is overruled and the witness is 
instructed to answer unless he has any further ground for refusing to 
answer. 

Mr. Gotpsxatr. I don’t think it serves a good legislative purpose at 
all. I am beginning to get somewhat concerned about counsel here 
and efforts I think are being made to entrap me. 

I am going to stand on the same grounds I gave before. 

Senator Hruska. The grounds are overruled with the exception of 
the fifth amendment which is recognized as a valid reason for refusing 
to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Goldblatt, can you tell us how many Communists 
there are in the ILWU ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Let me explain, counsel, that we have a constitution 
which prohibits discrimination because of race, creed, color, or politi- 
cal belief. We don’t conduct a political saliva test before a person 
becomes a member. 

The employers hire people; we only organize them. We don’t ask 
the employers who they hire because, in many cases, we don’t have 
much to say about it. 

Mr. Morris. You have a lot to say about the selection of the officials 
of the union ? 

Mr. Gotpsitatr. We have very, very little to say. 

Mr. Morris. Of your own union? 

Mr. Gorpsxatr. I said—you said “If I have anything to say 2” 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Do I have anything to say—the answer is “No.” 
If you will study the constitution, because we feel very vied 
that ours is perhaps one of the cleanest, most democratic, and some- 
what aggressive unions in the entire country. We have a provision 











4518 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


for election of officials by referendum, and that is an entire vote of 
the membership. 

Nominations take place in a convention and a man can nominate 
himself for any office, and then those nominees go to the membership 
for referendum election. 

We have a provision in our constitution that if the membership 
doesn’t like the officials, the signatures of 15 percent of the members 
recall any officer and he is compelled to stand trial and then the 
findings of that trial are forwarded to the membership. 

Senator Hruska. The question, Mr. Goldblatt, is: How many of 
your ILWU members are members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Gotppiarr. That was not the question. He asked me how 
much influence I had over the selection of officials. I told him I 
didn’t have any. 

Senator Hruska. That was a later question. 

Mr. Morris, would you like to restate the basie question ? 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, Mr. Goldblatt, how many persons 
in the ILWU are members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. I have answered that question. We don’t conduct 
political tests; we have no way of knowing. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended meetings of the Communist Party 
at which were present officials of the [LW U? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. That’s a little different question. 

Mr. Morris. What is your answer to that question ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Would you repeat that once again ? 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended meetings of the Communist Party 
at. which were present officials of the ILWU ¢ 

Mr. Goups.atr. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
I have already given. 

Senator Hruska. The grounds are overruled with the exception 
of the fifth amendment, which is recognized as a valid ground for 
refusal to answer. 

Mr. Morris. With how many officials of the ILWU have you at- 
tended Communist Party meetings ? 

Mr. Gotpstarr. That’s really a “When did you stop beating your 
wife” question. 

I will refuse on the same grounds, and I think committee counsel 
is not trying to pursue any legislative inquiry but simply making 
efforts to entrap me. 

Senator Hruska. The grounds asserted having been the same, the 
chairman’s ruling is the same as previously given. 

Do you have further questions, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. I have a question, Senator. 

The International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union con- 
ducted an odyssey to Washington recently to attend a trade conven- 
tion, did it not ? 

Mr. Goitpsiatr. An “odyssey” is an interesting word to use there. 

Mr. Morrts. What is the word you would use / 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. Well, I would like to have your definition of odys- 
sey. I havealways been interested in semantics. 

Mr. Morris. Did that delegation 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. An odyssey has concern with many vicissitudes 
such as trying to get } your way between Scylla and Charybdis, or the 
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onus of Circe, which must have been a pleasant diversion on the part 
of Ulysses. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have a delegation in Washington ? 

Mr. Gotppiatr. Yes; there was a delegation in Washington. 

Mr. Morris. What did it do and what was its purpose ? 

Mr. Gotpsiarr. The purpose of the delegation was to—in pursuance 
of our convention action, our international convention met in the 
month of April. 

Mr. Morris. In 1957 ¢ 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Yes. And among other resolutions that were dis- 
cussed and acted upon, there was one on the promotion of trade, and 
that included trade with all countries. As the committee must be 
aware, of course, trade is the lifeblood of our union. The greater the 
trade volume, the more secure our employment, the greater the job 
opportunities. 

The convention also elected a delegation that would go to Washing- 
ton and in effett do everything possible to promote the idea of trade 
with all countries of the world, including China. That was its pur 
pose. 

Mr. Morris. Wasn’t the emphasis on China trade ? 

Mr. Goxtpsiatr. Yes; a good deal, because that is one of the places 
we ought to open up. 

Mr. Morris. You mean free China or occupied China ? 

Mr. Gotpsiarr. Who is occupying what ! 

Mr. Morris. The Communists are occupying the mainland. 

Mr. Gotppstarr. I thought Chiang Kai-shek was occupying For- 
mosa, 

Mr. Morris. When I use the word “China,” I am asking you which 
term you use. 

Mr. Gotpsiarr. All China. 

Senator Hruska. The mainland as well as Formosa ! 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Of course, of course, sure. 

Mr. Morris. You are interested in promoting trade with China, you 
mean trade with the Government of China with its headquarters in 
Taiwan ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. I don’t know whether it would be the Government; 
it would be trade with China. 

Mr. Morris. You consider that part of the trade program that you 
would promote ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Of course, of course. Incidentally, we are not the 
only ones in favor of this. Why don’t you read the Pacific Ship 
Owner, the owners’ publication! They are in favor of that. 

Henry Ford ITI is in favor of opening up China trade. 

Mr. Morris. What exactly did the delegation do? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. They talked to Senators, Congressmen, people at 
the White House. 

Mr. Morris. Presenting the facts ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. And figures. 

Mr. Morris. What were some of the facts presented to the various 
people you mentioned ? 

Mr. Gorpsiatr. As I recall, Judge—I don’t have them on hand— 
I think you asked for a copy of the letter and documentation of ma- 
terial that was sent to some Senators and Congressmen in support of 
the delegation’s position; isn’t that right? 
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Mr. Morrts. That’s right. 

I would like to offer a paper, Senator, “United States Expansion of 
Trade in the Pacific Area,” to the witness and ask if that is a publica- 
tion of the ILWU. 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. That was; yes. 

Mr. Morris. How many people made up the delegation ? 

Mr. Gorpsxiarr. Either 6 or 7. If you have a copy of our trade 
union paper, the Dispatch, I think it gives the names. 

Mr. Morris. May that go into the record as identified by the witness 
as a summary of the activities of the delegation that went to Wash- 
ington related to increased trade with Communist Red China! 

Mr. Gotpstatt. It is not a summary of their activities. 

Mr. Morris. What is it? 

Mr. Gorpsuatrt. It is sort of a brief, factual documentation of why 
we think trade ought to be with China. 

Senator Hruska. I think it will speak for itself. It will be re- 
ceived, having been duly identified by the witness. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 512” and 
reads as follows:) 

Exursir No. 512 


UNITED STATES EXPANSION OF TRADE IN THE PACIFIC AREA 


(Submitted by the International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, 
150 Golden Gate Avenue, San Francisco, Calif., June 24, 1957) 


INTRODUCTION 


The International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union has tradition- 
ally favored the widest possible trade between the United States and all other 
countries of the world. This policy of the ILWU, repeatedly endorsed at conven- 
tions and executive board meetings, has been reiterated because of our belief that 
trade (1) reduces world tensions and helps make for a more peaceful world, 

2) helps make for more jobs for members of this union, and (3) contributes to a 
healthier economic situation within the United States as a whole. 

In recent years, because our emphasis has been on trade in the Pacific area, 
the ILWU has been especially concerned with the United States embargo policy 
on trade with China. This has been one of the main deterrents to stimulating 
commercial trade, as distinguished from military or Government-subsidized 
trade, in that part of the world. It is trade with which the west-coast ports are 
most intimately concerned. For this reason and because currently reopening 
China trade has become a matter of debate and discussion in Government, busi- 
ness, and trade circles in the United States, the following memorandum deals 
exclusively with various aspects of United States-China trade. 


WIDESPREAD SUPPORT FOR CHINA TRADE 


Support for opening up trade with China is widespread throughout significant 
trade, business, and other similar circles on the west coast today. The ILWU, 
in the course of its own activities, has systematically contacted representatives of 
shipping, forwarding, and manufacturing firms, of chambers of commerce, banks, 
and trade groups on the west coast, to learn their attitude toward ending the 
United States boycott. A sampling of opinion shows the following: 

a) The world trade department of the San Francisco Chamber of Com- 
merce, speaking through its manager, James L. Wilson, declared that “San 
Francisco businessmen would like to see the China embargo partially lifted” 
(San Francisco Chronicle, June 9, 1957). 

(b) George E. Talmadge, Jr., vice president of Pacific Transport Line- 
States Lines, speaking as president of the Bay Area World Trade Associa- 
tion, indicated the need for changing the United States “no trade” policy 
(San Francisco Chronicle, June 9, 1957). 
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(c) The Pacific-coast foreign traders advisory committee to the United 
States Department of Commerce, at its semiannual meeting in April 1957, 
forcibly indicated the need for an immediate review of the United States- 
China embargo policy, looking toward reviving trade with that country. 

(d) Such major lumber producing and exporting firms of the Pacific 
Northwest as Dant-Rusell and Georgia-Pacific Plywood indicated to ILWU 
representatives their active interest in opening up lumber trade with China. 

(e) The First National Bank of Portland, in a letter to this union, indi- 
cated its support for opening trade, and so informed Senator Magnuson 
(Democrat, Washington). 

(f) Shippers in various major ports of the west coast favor expanding 
trade through opening up the China market. But, like many of the steam- 
ship operators, according to newspaper accounts “* * * (they) are reluctant 
to join in such a statement because most lines are subsidized by the Govern- 
ment” (San Francisco Chronicle, June 9, 1957). 

(9) Such diversified publications as the following have carried editorials 
urging a reexamination of the United States trade-embargo policy and indi- 
cating their own sympathy with opening up trade, at least on the limited 
basis that already exists between the United States and the U. 8. S. R. (the 
Pacific Shipper, March 4, 11, May 18, 1957; San Francisco Chronicle, May 31 
and June 3, 1957; the New York Journal of Commerce, May 9, 1957; the 
Coos Bay (Oreg.) Times, April 22, 1957.) 


PAST VRADE PATTERNS 


Although on an allover basis trade between the United States and China was 
never a major item, it did represent at one time 70 percent of all China’s foreign 
trade. In addition to certain industries, especially in the Pacific Northwest, this 
trade was of major importance. 

For example, in 1931, some 314 million board-feet of lumber were exported 
from Oregon and Washington to China. In 1956, the total of all lumber exports 
to all countries of the world from these 2 States amounted to 300 million board- 
feet. 

Between the years 1922 and 1944, China was among the top six foreign pur- 
chasers of flour from Oregon and Washington. During 8 of these 24 years, China 
ranked first among the countries importing flour from these 2 States. 


NEw TRADE POTENTIAL 


Past trade with China was almost exclusively in consumer and luxury goods. 
China today is rapidly becoming an industrial nation and, as a result, its foreign 
trade has expanded sharply while at the same time it has changed markedly in 
composition. 

For example, between 1952 and 1955, China’s foreign trade expanded 61 percent, 
and capital goods accounted for 89 percent of all the goods imported by that 
country. 

Great Britain, for example, exported goods to China to the value of about $20 
million in 1956. It is anticipated, in view of the new British trade policy, that 
this will quadruple and reach some $89 million in 1957-58, and among the prod- 
ucts which it is expected will flow in such trade from England to China are 
rolling mills and parts, machine tools, powerplants and electric equipment, tele- 
communication, electronic equipment, and so forth. 

Because the Chinese Government’s second 5-year plan of industrial develop- 
ment (1958-62) is now being finalized, the British look forward to obtaining ¢ 
dominant position in supplying foreign capital goods which, they hope, the United 
States will not be able to supplant at some later date. 


TRADE VERSUS RECOGNITION 


Opening up trade, which is clearly in the interest of the United States, does 
not require any de facto recognition of the Chinese Government. Although the 
ILWU feels that continued nonrecognition of the new regime is a ridiculous 
policy for the United States to follow, we recognize that objection to recognition 
still exists in certain quarters of the United States. For this reason we are 
urging a trade policy separate and apart from recognition. 

We have been informed by the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce that such 
a policy is feasible. Trade need not wait until recognition has been agreed to. 
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Moreover, we are convinced that, once trade is opened up and relations between 
the United States and China become increasingly normalized, full recognition 
will follow in due course. 


CuRRENT Non-UNITED States TRADE WITH CHINA 


China’s trade has been growing, as already indicated. This fact explains 
why United States policy should be changed to take advantage of a growing and 
increasingly significant market. 

As articles in the Pacific Shipper, already noted, make clear, more and more 
ships of the leading maritime nations are calling on Chinese ports. In addition, 
trade delegations from Belgium, France, and England have visited China in 
recent months to conduct trade surveys and to firm up contracts for firms of their 
respective countries. According to reports, a similar delegation representing 
key manufacturing firms of West Germany will soon be in China as well. 

There is no doubt that these countries, directly competitive with the United 
States, will not only skim the cream off the top of China trade but will establish 
a beachhead in China’s planned industrial development which the United States 
will not be able to overcome at a later date. 

Senator Hruska. Any further questions, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Yes; I have further questions, Senator. 

What organizations have you outside the continental limits of 
the United States? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. You mean Territories, Judge? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. I think you mentioned Alaska. 

Mr. Goupsiatr. Well, we have an organization in Alaska. 

Mr. Morris. What organization do you have in Alaska ¢ 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. They are locals of the ILWU. 

Mr. Morris. Is that local 62, of Ketchikan, Alaska? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. That sounds right. 

Mr. Morris. And local 30? 

Mr. Goups.atr. We have several locals in Ketchikan. We have 
some, I believe, in Sitka. 

Mr. Morris. How about the fisherman’s locals? Do you organize 
them ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatrr. We have some fishermen, but most are unorganized. 

Mr. Morris. Were they generally incorporated into the ILWU a 
few years ago? 

Mr. Goxtpsiatr. They were pretty well put out of business. 

Mr. Morris. How many 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. They were put out of business by the Antitrust 
Committee, you know. The only really active locals of fishermen are 
the ones in Seattle and San Pedro. 

Mr. Morris. Your Honolulu organization amounts to about 26,000, 
does it not? 

Mr. Goipsiatr. That’s about right. 

Mr. Morris. Do you operate or organize in Central America? 

Mr. Gotpsiattr. No. 

Mr. Morris. Did you mention you had a local in British Honduras? 

Mr. Gotpsxatr. No,no. British Columbia. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t organize at all in Central America? 

Mr. Goxpsiatr. No. 

Mr. Morris. I note the Dispatch shows a great deal of interest in 
Guatemala. What is the interest of the ILWU in Guatemala? 

Mr. Go.peiatr. I hadn’t noticed any particular interest in Guate- 
mala recently. 
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Mr. Morris. Here in the July 23, 1954, issue of the Dispatcher 
Mr. Gotpsuatr. That is 3 years ago. 

Mr. Morris. Yes. You had an interest in Guatemala 3 years ago? 
Mr. Goips.atr. Everybody should have. 

Mr, Morris. What was the interest there 3 years ago ! 

Mr. Goxpsiatr. I don’t know, specifically. All I recall is the 
date. 

Mr. Morris. It states “Guatemala, 1,776” in the Dispatcher. 

Mr. Gorpstatr. That’s right. We have always been interested in 
what is going on in Guatemala. We are interested in what goes on 
around the world. Wearealwaystrying to learn. 

Mr. Morris. What is your specific interest in Guatemala ? 

Mr. Gouppiatr. Any specific trade union interest as against what 
goes on in Mexico. 

Mr. Morris. What is your interest in politics as a trade unionist? 

Mr. Gotpgxatr. Well, politics or trade unions, I don’t think you can 
have a competent trade unionist who doesn’t take an interest in what 
goes on around the world, who isn’t interested in political develop- 
ments, as well as economic developments. 

There have been some who confine themselves to a narrow scope of 
activities and they found that trade unionists are within the whole 
seat of social structure, within the country and the world. For the 
same reason, our union has always been interested in the condition 
of longshoremen around the world. They have a direct impact on 
them. Weare interested to the greatest degree possible in furtherance 
of the trade union interests. 

Mr. Morris. You say in your Dispatcher, the Dispatcher published 
by the ILWU—— 

Mr. Goupsiattr. Well, I don’t own it. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 





Guatemala Government blocked by the United States State Department in its 
attempt to buy arms in the “Western World” faced by mounting threats of 
violence finally turned to the “Eastern World.” 

And the Western World and Eastern World are in quotes. 

Mr. Gotpsiarr. I guess that’s what happened. 

Mr. Morris. What is the trade union activity in that statement? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. That is not trade union activity; it is news. 

Mr. Morris. The Dispatcher publishes that by way of disseminating 
news to the members ¢ 

Mr. Forer. Excuse me. Is this really connected with the purpose 
of the committee, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Hruska. I think until we find that it has no—— 

Mr. Gorpstatr. Is it your position, Judge, that trade unionism is 
supposed to be stupid ? 

Mr. Forer. Just a minute, Mr. Goldblatt. Let’s hear the chair- 
man’s ruling. 

Senator Hruska. I think the counsel should be allowed to develop a 
point and then see whether or not it has any connection. If it de- 
velops that it has not, we will drop it. 

Mr. Morris. One of the things that we learned in Honolulu was 
that the ILWU, Senator, does indeed have a great political interest, 
and the supporting statements made by the witness here are, they are 
engaged in making propaganda. 
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Mr. Gorpuarr. We are very active in Hawaii, no question about 
that. Our people are citizens, they vote. 

Are you trying to say that they cannot be active in politics, they 
can’t vote? There are some Senators that believe that, I know that. 

Incidentally, the Senator that came down to Hawaii believed that, 
Senator Eastland. 

Senator Hruska. If the witness please, it is not the recollection of 
the Chair that there was any question of the right to participate in 
politics. 

The question was an inquiry into the extent of other interests in 
Guatemala. There is no inference here that any rights of a specific 
nature should be denied to you or any member of the union or the 
union itself. 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. Then I misunderstood the question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Goldblatt, the subcommittee uses the figure in re- 
posting on the expenditures of local 142 of the ILWU in Hawaii of 
$290,000 a year spent by that particular local for propaganda pur- 
poses. 

I wonder if you can tell us whether that is an accurate figure? 

Mr. Gotpexiatr. I don’t know, to tell you the truth. 

Mr. Morris. Can you tell us what the expenditure is by ILWU on 
political activities generally ? 

Mr. Gotpstatr. That is almost entirely local activities. 

Mr. Morris. What about the issues of the Dispatcher ¢ 

Mr. Gotpeiatr. The newspaper ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Gotpsxatr. That is printed by the international. 

Mr. Morris. You characterized it as a political publication. 

Mr. Gotpsuatr. I didn’t. 

Mr. Morris. Well, I asked you—— 

Mr. Goupsxiatt. I simply said that it was news, that’s all. 

Mr. Morris. You went on to make the expression “Political activi- 
ties.” 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. No; I didn’t. 

Mr. Morris. How much money do you spend on the Dispatcher? 

Mr. Gotpeiatr. Well, I would have to—wait just a jiffy 

Are you trying to get into the whole business of finances again ? 

Mr. Morrts. I would like to know how much—we have been talking 
about political activities, Mr. Goldblatt, and we would like to find out 
the extent to which the ILWU engages in it, and the best gage of that 
is the amount of money spent on it. 

Mr. Forrr. Hold on, now. In addition to my other objections I 
would like to add the objection that now counsel’s inquisition is viola- 
ting the first amendment, and I call attention to what Judge Youngdahl 
held in the Peck case. 

Counsel has no right to ask questions about a newspaper published 
by the union on what the newspaper says and how much they spend 
for it. 

[ think in addition to all the other objections, this inquiry, besides 
obviously having no legislative purpose, is now a violation of the first 
amendment. 

I would like to have the Chair rule on that. 

Mr. Morrts. In support of the particular question, Senator, we have 
found that the best gage of determining the extent of the issuance of 
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Communist propaganda i is to try to determine the amount of money 
being spent on it. 

In connection with that particular inquiry, I was asking how much 
money is spent on the publication the Dispatcher, with which the wit- 
ness is conversant and over which he has some control. 

Mr. Forer. I just want to add that in the Peck case they were investi- 
gating the New York Times; now you are investigating the Di ispatcher. 

Senator Hrusxa. The objection is overruled and the witness is 
directed to answer. 

Mr. Forer. What was that, Senator? 

Mr. Gotprxarr. I stated earlier in this hearing, Senator, that I 
didn’t intend to answer any finance questions and I think I went into 
those reasons in considerable detail. 

Senator Hruska. You continue to object, therefore, on the grounds 
previously assigned ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatr. On the grounds mentioned. 

Senator Hruska. The record will show that the objections have been 
overruled and the witness is directed to answer. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you can tell 

Mr. Forrr. I assume you honored the refusal for the grounds pre- 
viously assigned, is that correct? We didn’t understand what you 
said. 

Senator Hruska. No, I did not. I overruled the objection and 
directed the witness to answer. 

Mr. Forer. Counsel then went on without giving him a chance to 
continue. 

Senator Hrusxa. The record will show what the witness did. 

Mr. Forer. Did you know one of the previous grounds was the priv- 
ilege under the fifth amendment ? 

Senator Hruska. Very well. The fifth amendment is recognized 
as valid ground for refusing to answer and the witness, because of that, 
is excused from answering. 

Mr. Forer. All right. 

Mr. Morris. I wonder if you can tell us, Mr. Goldblatt, of the dif- 
ficulty you have had with the British Government in connection with 
your Visits to the Marseilles convention of the World Federation of 
Trade Unions. Reference has been made to that in the record. 

Mr. Goupsiatr. Yes. When I returned from the meeting of the 
maritime division in Marseilles, I was in Paris and I got a telegram 
from the chairman of the rank-and-file strike committee of long- 
shoremen in London. There was a large-scale longshoremen’s strike 
on at the time. It was in support of the Canadian seamen and an 
attempt had been made to work certain ships which they called Black 
Ships, scab ships. 

The London longshoremen refused to work them. Strike began and 
it spread very rapidly until all of the London docks were tied up and 
the strike was spreading from there to other groups of workers. 

This wire asked that I merely stop by and have a talk with them 
and find out what the score was. Naturally, we were interested. 

Mr. Morris. Where was he? 

Mr. Gotpetatr. In London. So I took a plane, together with a 
couple other fellows, my fellow delegates and a chap from Holland. I 
went to visit them and hadn’t been there very long. We arrived, 
went down, met this fellow Timothy, had a very interesting session, 
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found out a good deal about their working conditions—which varied 
considerably from those in this country. 

When I returned to my hotel, Scotland Yard was waiting, picked 
me up, heaved me into Old Bailey; the next day they paid my passage 
out of the country. 

Mr. Morris. What was the reason given for that ? 

Mr. Goupsxatt. I still have it framed in my office as a sort of a 
diploma, signed by Home Secretary Reid, saying I am not wanted. 

I can’t understand a big government like Great Britain being 
frightened by me. I am surprised at the Labor government losing its 
head that way. They had a strike, yes, but that’s not too—— 

Senator Hruska. Was the Labor government in control then ? 

Mr. Gotpsiatt. Yes, sir. This is a very antilabor action against 
me. 

Incidentally, I couldn’t get any sympathy at all from my own mem- 
bers when I got home. They said it couldn’t be called punishment if 
you are deported from London to Paris. 

Mr. Morris. I have other questions to ask of this witness, Senator, 
but we have a schedule to maintain. 

We have Mr. Gleason here and I would like to take some testimony 
from Mr. Gleason. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. The witness will be excused and we 
will ask Mr. Gleason to take the stand. 

Mr. Gleason, will you be sworn, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Gurason. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Goldblatt, what was the year of that Marseilles 
conference ? 

Mr. Gotppiarr. 1949. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS W. GLEASON, GENERAL ORGANIZER FOR 
THE INTERNATIONAL LONGSHOREMEN’S ASSOCIATION, INDE- 
PENDENT, ACCOMPANIED BY WILLIAM B. MISCHO AND JOHN T. 
SULLIVAN, HIS ATTORNEYS 


Mr. Morris. Will you give the reporter your full name and 
address ? 

Mr. Greason. Thomas W. Gleason, 29 Charles Street, New York 
City. 

Mr. Morris. Did you hear the testimony of the preceding witness? 

Mr. Greason. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Morris. Are you fairly conversant with the area covered dur- 
ing this particular hearing? 

Mr. Gueason. Not all of it; no, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you understand Senator Hruska’s opening state- 
ment, the general legislative purpose of the committee ? 

Mr. Gueason. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You know that the subcommittee has learned and has 
reported the fact that there are Communist influences in the ILWU 
and that the ILWU is making some efforts, initiating efforts to gain 
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a foothold on the east coast in certain ports, and we would like to 
have some testimony from you along those lines. 

What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Grieason. I am a general organizer for the International 
Longshoremen’s Association ( Independent ). 

Mr. Morris. General organizer ? 

Mr. Gueason. General organizer, yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been a general organizer of the 
[LA—is that right, ILA ? 

Mr. Gueason. ILA. I have been an official since 1934, but I have 
been general organizer since November of 1953. 

Mr. Morris. Are you generally aware of the activities of the 
ILWU 

Mr. Gueason. I try to keep abreast of them; yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with your official duties 

Mr. Guieason. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. Can you tell us, Mr. Gleason, whether or not repre- 
sentatives of the ILWU, the one whose name came up here today, 
Mr. Charles Velson, have made any efforts to organize in New York 
City ? 

Mr. Gueason. Mr. Velson wouldn’t be able to organize in New 
York City. To my knowledge, Mr. Velson has never made an 
attempt to organize in New Yor KC ity. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you known Mr. Velson? 

Mr. Gurason. I think sometime in 1955, I think. 

Mr. Morris. Now, how many times have you met Mr. Velson dur- 
ing that period ¢ 

Mr. Gieason. He sought me out probably in the period from 1955 
to the present, I would say ; maybe 30 or 40 times. 

Mr. Morris. What was his purpose in seeking you out, Mr. Gleason ? 

Mr. Grieason. Well, his first purpose was in coming down here be- 
fore the Bonner committee. He said that he felt that there should 
be common termination dates as far as the longshore contracts were 
concerned, and he said that he felt it would be the best thing as far 
as the industry was concerned to get stability in the industry, and 
we discussed it. And then he appeared down here before the Bonner 
committee with the ILWU representatives. 

Mr. Morris. You say Mr. Velson sought you out 30 or 40 times. 

How many times did you meet with him in his efforts to seek you 
out ? 

Mr. Gieason. Well, maybe 25, 30 times. 

Mr. Morris. What was the duration of your meetings with him? 

Mr. Gurason. Never lasted more than 20 minutes or half an hour 
at the most. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever spend several hours with him in suc- 
cession ¢ 

Mr. Guieason. No, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. Did he ever visit you at your home? 

Mr. Gieason. He met me at my door in New York City when he 
would come down there. 

Mr. Morris. Can you give us an idea of how much money Mr. 
Velson and other representatives of the ILWU spend in connection 
with their activity in New York City? 
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Mr. Guixason. I wouldn’t know. There is no way of my finding 
out that. 

Mr. Morris. Is there any evidence of the ILWU giving money to 
representatives of the ILA ? 

Mr. Gueason. Just money collected by a rank and file committee 
sometime in 1954 or 1955, I don’t recall the dates; but two rank-and- 
file men went out there—— 

Mr. Morris. Of what union? 

Mr. Gieason. Of the International Longshoremen’s Association, the 
ILA. They collected money. That’s the only knowledge I have. 

Mr. Morris. Can you tell us about the collection of this money ? 

Mr. Gueason. I didn’t know it until it was all over. 

They went out there. We had a strike and they went out there and 
made a tour of the west coast, to local unions, soliciting money to 
help them take care of the longshoremen who were on strike in the 
city of Brooklyn. I believe it was in 1954 and 1955. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Velson ever give you any money t Q 

Mr. Gueason. He never has given me 5 cents. 

Mr. Morris. Can you tell us generally about the activities of Mr. 
Velson or as far as you have been ‘able to observe ? 

Mr. Greason. Well, the only thing that I know about Mr. Velson 
is what I heard Mr. Goldblatt say here this morning. 

I have kept close watch on Mr. Velson in New York and I seem 
to have to agree that he has been in there more or less as an observer, 
more or less looking for information as far as contracts were con- 
cerned and as far as these new procedures, these tank ships and 
piggyback ships were coming into effect. 

They are looking for at least uniformity in new contracts of that 
type. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know a man named Charles Keith ? 

Mr. Grieason. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Sam Madell ? 

Mr. Grxason. No. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know any other representatives of the ILWU 
in New York City? 

Mr. Gixeason. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you met with any other person you know to be 
a member of the ILWU? 

Mr. Gurason. I met with Mr. Bridges. 

Mr. Morris. When ? 

Mr. Gieason. Four or five months ago. 

Mr. Morris. What was the purpose of that meeting ? 

Mr. Gueason. I believe they were going over their contracts. Mr. 
Bridges at that time felt that the Government and the ILA had let 
him down insofar as the contracts were concerned, the common termi- 
nation dates. 

Mr. Morris. When was that? 

Mr. Greason. I think it was probably, maybe February or March 
that I met Mr. Bridges. 

Mr. Morris. Of what duration was that meeting? 

Mr. Gieason. Ten or fifteen minutes, half an hour. 

Mr. Morris. Have you seen Mr. Bridges since then ? 

Mr. Gieason. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. When did you see him before that? 
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Mr. Gixrason. Down here in Washington when I was down here 
with the committee, the Bonner committee. 

Mr. Morris. What meetings have you had with him in the last 2 
years—with Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Gurason. I probably met Mr. Bridges 3 or 4 times, altogether. 
I don’t recail. 

Mr. Bridges was a member of the ILA in 1935 with me. He was 
the president of the west coast ILA group and he was a member of 
the ILA until he seceded in 1937. I attended with him conventions 
prior to him leaving the ILA. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man by the name of Hyman Bershad ? 
B-e-r-s-h-a-d ? 

Mr. GieAson. No, sir, never met him. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a publication called the Dockers’ News? 

Mr. Gueason. I see it. I try to tear it up when I do see it. 

Mr. Morris. Whose publication is that? 

Mr. Greason. I couldn’t tell you. 

Senator Hrusxa. Why do you tear it up when you see it ? 

Mr. Gurason. It is not the type of stuff we want around the New 
York waterfronts. 

Senator Hruska. It supports the position of the ILA 

Mr. Guieason. We have no control over what other people do, Mr. 
Chairman. I have listened to the previous witness and they are 
mainly concerned with the waterfront commission, the last two edi- 
tions that I saw, that we were kicking around, the waterfront com- 
mission in New York City. 

As I listened to the other witness say, they are afraid of getting the 
same type of Government supervision or representation in other ports. 

Senator Hruska. Do you know the editorial staff or the reporters? 

Mr. Greason. No, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Who publishes the documents? 

Mr. Gixason. I couldn't tell you. I don’t have no idea 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, is it published by the waterfront 
section of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Gieason. I wouldn’t know that, sir. 

I would like to say here and now that I never was a Communist, 
never want to be a Communist, never will be one; don’t know the first 
thing about them. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I would like the record to show here that we 
have no evidence whatever that the witness before us now has ever 
been a member of the Communist Party or has been a Communist. 

We have asked him to testify here today, Senator, because being in 
a strategic position on the New York waterfront we felt he might be 
able to give us information as to the activity of Mr. Velson and the 
other activities of the ILWU. 

Senator Hruska. The record will so show, and to be fair to the wit- 
ness, he comes here to contribute his knowledge about this situation. 

Mr. Morris. In your meetings with Mr. V elson, did you at any time 

take up the possibility of securing support from the ILWU for any of 
your activities, of the ILA ? 

Mr. Gieason. I never sought that. It was always an offer for sup- 
port and any offer, I would always bring it right to Captain Bradley 

The last I knew about it was the time we had our east coast and gulf 
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strike. I went to Captain Bradley at the time and they offered to help 
us and Captain Bradley turned it down. 

Senator Hruska. Who offered ? 

Mr. Gueason. Harry Bridges. 

Senator Hruska. What type of help ? 

Mr. Greason. Like the previous witness said, they did stop a 
couple scab ships. They refused to handle scab cargo. But as far 
as we were concerned, we didn’t need any assistance. We were able 
to take care of our own affairs. 

Senator Hruska. When you say they stopped a couple ships, where 
did that happen ? 

Mr. Gueason. I believe on the west coast. I believe they had a 
couple intercoastal ships that were loaded here and were going to 
discharge in one of the west coast ports. 

Senator Hruska. Did they offer help in other ways ¢ 

Mr. Grieason. That was as far as I know. 

Senator Hruska. They offered help by way of strike funds or other 
fashion ? 

Mr. Gueason. Not that I know of, sir; no, sir; 

Mr. Morris. How many offers did they make ? 

Mr. Gieason. I believe that was the only one. 

Mr. Morris. You said they frequently offered, I think you said 
that before. 

Mr. Gueason. As far as the compensation bill was concerned, they 
offered there, they helped there, we were down here with them. As 
you know, we were going through a period of strife among ourselves. 
We had internal dissension in our organization. When Captain Brad- 
ley and myself came in there we didn’t have the facilities to come down 
here and go through this procedure. <A legal representative they had 
down here, lobbyist down to Washington, and we surely needed help 
to get that bill put over, because it was something the longshoremen 
were aching to get for a period of years. 

We did get their help and they came in alongside of us. 

The common termination date was another offer. They came in 
on the Bonner committee and Maritime Administration were the ones 
who initiated that; and I believe it was the best thing for this industry 
because we are out on strike at least four times a year, the way the 
contracts are negotiated now. 

First is the SUP; then it’s the SIU; then it’s the marine cooks; then 
it’s the longshoremen. 

We are always on the street. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Gleason, did they offer to give you any money as- 
sistance ? 

Mr. Grieason. I think at one particular time a man, Matt Meehan, 
who happened to be a secretary of the Pacific coast under the ILA, and 
[ believe at that time he offered some money and it was turned down. 

Mr. Morris. He was not in the ILA ? 

Mr. Guieason. Formerly an ILA man. 

Mr. Morris. Associated then with the ILWU? He offered money 
to whom in the union ? 

Mr. Girason. Captain Bradley, myself, and Pete Cannon. 

Mr. Morris. How much money did he offer ? 

Mr. Gurason. I don’t know. I don’t remember whether it was a 
eertain sum or not. 
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Mr. Morris. May I read to you an extract from the ILWU con- 
vention, specifically, page 41. This is the convention of April 4-8, 
1955. [Reading:] 


In the spring of the year a delegation from the ILA, Brooklyn division, visited 
many ILWU locals. They were well received, and, having given the members a 
firsthand picture of what was going on in the east coast, they wanted support 
and financial assistance. 


Can you state about that ? 

Mr. Gieason. I guess they repeated the story about the 2 or 3 rank- 
and-file men who went out from Brooklyn soliciting funds. I believe 
they had a book about hiring practices in the east and west coast ports. 
be states what they did, how much was the amount and everything 
else. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Morris, I have already overstayed my allotted 
period of time by some 20 minutes. 

I take it you have not finished? 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I think we can work it out with Mr. Gleason 
to finish this at some time, possibly ; Counsel Sullivan, here, after the 
session we may be able to work something out either today or 
tomorrow. 

Mr. Sutiivan. One thing, Senator, before you leave. 

After listening to Mr. Goldblatt I would like the record to show 
that the ILA went on record as being opposed to any opening of trade 
with Red China. 

As to continuing, I don’t know what Mr. Gleason can do on that. 

Mr. Grxason. I would appreciate it if I could finish up today. I 
haven’t had a vacation, but I would like to take at least 2 weeks or 10 
days if we can go through with this. 

Senator Hruska. The record should show that Mr. Sullivan is 
appearing as counsel for the witness, and also Mr. 

Mr. Miscuo. Mr. Mischo, M-i-s-c-h-o. I have already noted my 
appearance, William B. Mischo. 

Senator Hruska. Fine. The record will note the full name. 

Mr. Sutiivan. Mr. Mischo is the general house counsel and general 
counsel for the ILA, and I am special counsel. 

Mr. Miscuo. I am the man-of-all-work. 

Mr. Morris. I know Mr. Bradley is here. Did I understand he is 
here offering to testify ? 

Mr. Sutiivan. Captain Bradley is here because of our recommenda- 
tion that anything this committee wants of Captain Bradley, if you 
want him to make any statement or ask any questions, he 1s always 
available and he will answer every question. He is the president of 
the ILA. 

Senator Hruska. Thank you very much for your cooperation and 
for your contribution to the hearings in this committee. 

The meeting is adjourned. : 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the hearing was adjourned.) 





AFTERNOON SESSION 


(The hearing resumed at 3:17 p. m., in room 313, Senate Office 
Building. ) 

Senator Hruska (presiding). We will resume our committee 
hearing. 
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Judge Morris, have you a statement to make? 

Mr. Morris. No, Senator. We have taken further questions and 
answers of Mr. Gleason and Captain Bradley, who was present, asked 
for some statements on the record. 

I now request that you ask each of them if the statements they have 
given are true and will they swear that they are true, so they may be 
part of the official record. 

Senator Hruska. I shall do so. 

Mr. Gleason, of course, has been sworn already. 

Perhaps we can swear Mr. Bradley and ask him that that operate 
retroactively as to the questions and answers. 

Mr. Bradley, do you solemnly swear that the testimony in this case 
which you have given and which will be incorporated into the record 
at this point was the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mr. Braptey. I do. 

Mr. Morris. One question of Mr. Gleason. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Gleason, you have heard Judge Morris’ 
reference to the question and answer statement which you gave him 
a little bit ago. Are you stating for the purpose of the record that 
those answers which you have given were true statements ! 

Mr. Guxason. To the best of my knowledge, they were. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

That testimony, then, and the question and answer statements of 
both Mr. Gleason and Mr. Bradley will be incorporated into the record 
as fully and completely at this point as they would have been had 
these proceedings preceded their taking. 

(The testimony of Mr. Gleason and Mr. Bradley, above referred to, 
is as follows :) 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS W. GLEASON—Resumed 


(The proceedings had in room 319, Senate Office Building, Wash- 
ington, D.C., July 30, 1957, are as follows :) 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Gleason, was Velson ever hired on the ILA 
payroll at any time? 

Mr. Gueason. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Not even for a short period of time? 

Mr. Guzason. Never. Not foraday. Not foranhour. Not fora 
minute. 

Mr. Morris. And was subsequently dismissed ? 

Mr. Grxeason. No,sir. That is propaganda. 

Mr. Morris. Now, the information the committee has was that he 
was hired as a public-relations assistant and that he had been hired 
by Packy Connelly. But that is erroneous; is that right? 

Mr. Gurason. That is absolutely wrong. If Packy Connelly wanted 
to hire a boy, we would never get Velson. 

Mr. Morris. You have told us all about your meetings in that 
connection ? 

Mr. Gieason. Yes, sir, believe me. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever met with Goldblatt? 

Mr. Greason. I think I met Goldblatt down here once or twice and 
maybe once in New York, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. And then at the time the four of you testified together, 
you met him then, did you not? I mean at the same time? 

Mr. Gurason. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Goldblatt, Bridges, and yourself and Captain Bradley ¢ 

Mr. Gueason. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did Velson help you prepare your statement that 
you gave to the committee ¢ 

Mr. Gueason. Well, he did. He did do some of that. But it was 
our own thoughts. He did not help me alone. But he prepared 
many releases that day; yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What were some of the releases? 

Mr. Guxason. I just do not recall. But they were all along the 
same lines. 

Mr. Sutiivan. May I say something at that particular point ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Suuxiivan. Velson would submit—well, sometimes he would 
come up with things. He is always writing things. Invariably any- 
thing that ever came around to Mr. Gleason, he would submit to me. 
Whenever Mr. Gleason made any statements or submitted any docu- 
ments, it was the result of my work. Anything this fellow gave me I 
would reject it. 

Mr. Morris. Tell me this: Why was Velson writing statements for 
people ? 

Mr. Guixason. Well, here is what happened, Mr. Morris: Like I 
told you this morning, when we first came down here, with our long 
fight and everything, and the history behind us, we did not have a 
lobbyist down here. And when we came down here, we had these 
statements prepared. And wescreened them. John says we screened 
them. Plus John Condon, our public relations guy, went over them. 
We took out the things we thought wasn’t any good and that we didn’t 
want to be part of it. 

We submitted our own statement. We screened it, or censored it, 
or what you may call it. But we submitted our own statement after 
we got a line on what the whole story was here. 

Mr. Suuutvan. This was only in connection with the common ter- 
mination and the committee. 

Mr. Gieason. The compensation, yes. 

Mr. Morris. For whom else did he prepare anything ? 

Mr. Gueason. I couldn’t think of anybody else. 

Mr. Scuroeper. Did he bring those statements to you personally / 

Mr. Gurason. I think he was passing them out over there. I think 
he had quite a few of them over there. 

Mr. Scuroeper. Over where ? 

Mr. Gueason. Over at the hearing. 

Mr. Morris. The Labor Committee hearings, the House Labor Com- 
mittee hearings? 

Mr. Grxason. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, the Bridges people have consistently pressed for 
a common joint termination date, have they not ? 

Mr. Gurason. Yes, sir. But, you see, this morning, listening to 
them, they could have had a common termination date if they wanted it. 
All they had to do was extend their contract to September 30. They 
extended to August 1. But for some reason they wanted August i. 
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But if they wanted it, if they had really wanted to get a common ter- 
mination date, all they had to do was extend their contract to Sep- 
tember 30. 

Mr. Morris. Who is Tony Anastasia ? 

Mr. Gueason. He is vice president of ILA. 

Mr. Morris. Did he ever have a discussion with you concerning the 
possibility of obtaining further help from Bridges and the Inter- 
national Longshoremen’s Union on the west coast ¢ 

Mr. Guieason. Never to my mind; never to my recollection. 

Mr. Morris. That is approximately in April or May of 1954? 

Mr. Gueason. I don’t recall any such things. 

Mr. Morris. There is nothing more you can tell us about Dockers 
News now ¢ 

Mr. Guxzason. No. 

We drove them off the waterfront. We drove them off. We beat 
them, and everything else. If they come down—now they get those 
Dockers News in the morning—is around 4 o’clock in the morning— 
they are off the highway; they don’t show up at all. 

Mr. Morris. One other question. Who was Tom Di Bello? 

Mr. Gieason. Tom Di Bello was a former member of the ILA; 
he worked at the Army base in Brooklyn. 

Mr. Morris. How about Peter Rossi ¢ 

Mr. Guxason. I don’t recall the name, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Blackie Impellasso ¢ 

Mr. Gueason. He isa checker. 

Mr. Morris. Did those three gentlemen go to San Francisco to meet 
with Louis Goldblatt ? 

Mr. Gieason. We didn’t know Mr. Goldblatt until they were there 
and back. We had nothing to do with sending them out there. We 
didn’t know anything about it until it broke. I think it broke in the 

apers. 

j Mr. Morris. Is that the episode you referred to in your testimony 
this morning ¢ 

Mr. Guxason. Yes, sir. I don’t know Rossi. But I know Impel- 
lasso and Di Bello. 

Mr. Morris. They were successful in obtaining checks from the ILA 
organizations, from the various locals ? 

fr. Gizason. That is what the book shows, yes. 

Mr. Scurorper. Did these checks go through your bookkeeping ? 

Mr. Guzason. No, sir. The international had nothing to do with 
it. In fact, I think that Anastasia let Di Bello go. He is out of the 
union. He is no longer a member of the union. I don’t know what 
became of Blackie Impellasso. 

Mr. Morris. Is there anything more, Mr. Gleason, you feel you 
can tell us in connection with our efforts to learn of ILWU activities 
on the east coast ? 

Mr. Gieason. Believe me, Mr. Morris, if I knew, I would break 
their heads for them to bring them down here. One time I went to— 
well, I don’t know a single thing. If I did, I wouldn’t have to be 
under cover. But I come down here directly right in the open and 
tell you about it. 

r. Morris. I think that is all. 

One second more here. 
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Do you know Earl King? 

Mr. Guxason. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Of MEBA? 

Mr. Guxason. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Was he the business manager of MEBA ? 

Mr. Gueason. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know anything about a loan or a contribution 
of $20,000 to the ILA from Ear] King? 

_ Mr. Gieason. I believe there was a loan to the ILA. Or a dona- 
tion. 

Mr. Morris. What was that? What was the nature of that? 

Mr. Guxason. I think that was the—I think the captain could 
testify more about that. 

Mr. Morris. Tell us, captain. 

Mr. Braptey. That was for the purpose of a labor dispute between 
the MEBA, and the SIU, and the ILA. The SIU was raiding the 
MEBA, and King and the MEBA came to our office and asked us 
for support. We said we couldn’t afford to get in the fight on the 
basis of the AFL and the SIU, but we would fight Paul Hall if they 
would finance the fight. And they turned over $20,000 of the MEBA 
Local 33 to fight the separate issue. And the MEBA national organ- 
ization turned over $10,000. And we turned that over to some of 
Paul Hall’s ex-members to fight it on a different issue. There is quite 
a story in it. 

Mr. Morris. Did Earl King have anything to do with the Com- 
munists ? 

Mr. Brapiey. To my knowledge, no. 

Mr. Morris. Did you subsequently learn that he did? 

Mr. Braptry. No. I never heard of him being connected with 
them. Thisis the first I ever heard him mentioned. 

(Discussion off the record.) 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM V. BRADLEY, ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN T. 
SULLIVAN, ATTORNEY 


Mr. Morris. Will you please state your name and address for the 
record. 

Mr. Braptey. William V. Bradley, 174 Pelton Avenue, West 
Brighton, Staten Island, N. Y. 

Mr. Morris. What position do you have in the ILA ? 

Mr. Bravery. I am president of the International Longshoremen’s 
Association. 

Mr. Morris. How many members are there in the ILA ¢ 

Mr. Braptey. We figure between 75,000 and 85,000 men. 

Mr. Morris. Captain Bradley, you heard the testimony of Mr. Gold- 
blatt? You heard the testimony of Mr. Gleason, of your own organi- 
zation ¢ 

Mr. Brapuey. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You have come down here voluntarily ? 

Mr. Brapiey. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Is there anything you would like to add to the testi- 
mony of both of those witnesses ? 

Mr. Brapiey. Well, the testimony that I heard today, I heard the 
name of Velson mentioned quite often. And my first connection with 
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him, as far as the organization is concerned, was that he came to our 
office as a member of one of our local unions. And he made quite an 
impression, the way he spoke of labor and the organization in general. 

At that particular time, we were in a strike or we were about to call 
a strike. And we were speaking mostly with the Governors of the 
States of New York and New Jersey on the strike situation at the port 
of New York. And he began to give some advice of some things that 
he knew about Government opel rations. 

Shortly, about 2 or 3 days, I got a telephone call from Mayor Grogan, 
of Hoboken, and he asked me if I had on our payroll a fellow by the 
name of Velson. And I told him I didn’t have anybody by that name 
on the payroll by the name of Velson. 

Mr. Morris. John Grogan is the name? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes. 

As a matter of fact, when we first met Velson, his name was Jackson, 
not Velson. 

And, of course, we checked—I always call our publicity man here 
on anything like that. And he came back with the word that it was 
Velson, not Jackson. 

And I called Velson in, and I told him that we didn’t want him on 
the waterfront and we didn’t want him around our office. We didn’t 
want him in the office, and we wanted nothing to do with him nor his 
people. And that was even before we knew he had any connection 
with Bridges. 

Later on, we found out that he had connections with Bridges. 
When I found that out, I called Gleason in. And I told him, I said 

“Get the word around to the boys on the piers and our delegates.” 

I spoke at the district council meeting, and I told Gleason to keep 
an eye on him, of his activities. And that he did. He reported to 
me and we knew that Velson was in Baltimore. We got that report. 

We called Baltimore. We called our people in Baltimore to keep 
an eye on him. 

The same in Philadelphia and Boston. And they were all on the 
alert, keeping their eye on Velson. 

Mr. Morris. Was Velson a member of your organization ? 

Mr. Brapiey. No, we found no record of his being a member of our 
organization. 

Mr. Morris. Captain Bradley, how is it that if you discovered him 
to be one of Bridges’ people, how was it that an official of your 
union continues to see him all the time? 

Mr. Brapiey. He was around there anyway. I thought it was bet- 
ter to find out what he was doing than to just let him go in the dark; 
keep track of his movements. 

Mr. Morris. You mean the fact that he has made these overtures, 
35 to 40 overtures to you? Should that not put you on your warning? 

Mr. Braptey. Well, I think when Mayor Grogan called me, it put 
me on my warning. I didn’t need any more than that. Then we 
followed right ed. 

Mr. Morris. Well, Mr. Gleason has been seeing him right down 
here recently. 

Mr. Braptey. I knew that. I told him to ae an eye on him. 

Mr. Morris. When did Mayor Grogan call you’ 

Mr. Braptey. That would be sometime—— 

When was that? 
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Mr. Guieason. That was the time— 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Braptey. July or August of 1955. 

Mr. Morris. Did the Bonner committee people know that Velson 
was going around preparing statements for people? 

Mr. Braptey. W ell, I don’t get these remarks of the statement too 
much. When we were called before the Bonner committee, I was— 
I am going to get the two commitees mixed up there. 

Was the first committee the Bonner committee? No; the first one 
was the Compensation Committee. Velson wasn’t in that at all. That 
was the first time I met him. 

Whose committee was that, Ferguson ? 

Mr. Sutxiivan. Congressman Smith of the House Labor. 

Mr. Brapuey. Well, I don’t understand your saying something 
about him giving us statements or putting einen out. 

Mr. Morris. Well, preparing statements. I asked Mr. Gleason if 
he prepared a statement. He said yes, he dia Then gave certain 
modifications to it. 

Mr. Braptey. We were all given statements in support of the com- 
pensation bill. Is that what you are referring to? 

Mr. Morris. Except that I asked particularly if Velson had pre- 
pared for Mr. Gleason a statement. And he said “Yes.” But then he 
said that you did not put anything in it unless it was your own idea. 

Mr. Guieason. I do not know whether he prepared them or not. He 
was giving them out. 

Mr. Brapiey. They were just handing them out to anybody that 
came along. They were handing them out on the waterfront. 

Mr. Sutiivan. He was not preparing statements for Mr. Gleason. 

Mr. Braptey. We have our own man here for that. And always 
have had him. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Morris. What did Velson do with these statements / 

Mr. Bravery. He just handed them to anybody on the waterfront 
or he handed them out in the corridor of Congress or the Senate, 
wherever he would be. If he didn’t hand them out, somebody else 
handed them out. 

But they were statements—they were statements that came from 
Bridges’ outfit. It wouldn’t necessarily have to be Velson. Whoever 
sends them out. They come down, oh, not too long ago. I would say 
6 months ago, statements. 

And the boys escorted them right up the street, chased them right 
up the streets with the packages and all. I think they brought down 
a load of those Dispatchers. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, Mr. Gleason, at any time did Velson give 
you a prepared statement ? 

Mr. Gieason. That I would use? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Guzason. I don’t think so. Any time he would come along 
with points, what he thought should be done on the compensation bill, 
or what he thought should be done on the new one here, the third 
party choices, w ith this common termination date, I would take ahold 
of whatever ideas he would have and give them to John. 
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John would go through them and screen them and pass them on, and 
he would look them over. Ninety-nine times out of a hundred we never 
used the stuff. 


Mr. Morris. One time out of a hundred, you did. 

Mr. Guxason. I couldn’t say that we did. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Mischo. 

Mr. Miscuo. Before you close the record, I wonder if we could have 
read into the record a resolution on relations with Red China, dated 
July 15, 1957? 

Senator Hruska. Is it a resolution of the convention of the ILA ? 

Mr. Miscuo. Yes, it is. 

Senator Hruska. Yes; if it is the one to which reference was made 
this morning by Mr. Gleason, that will be very appropriate. 

Mr. Gueason. I passed this resolution in. 

Senator Hruska. Is there an extra copy ! 

Mr. GuiEAson. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. We will incorporate it into the record. 

The resolution will be accepted and made a part of the record. 
And it is entirely appropriate in view of the other testimony given 
during the course of the day. 

Mr. Miscuo. Thank you, sir. 

(The resolution referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 513” and 
reads as follows:) 

Exuisit No. 513 


RESOLUTION ON RELATIONS WITH RED CHINA 


Whereas the Red dictators of the Soviet Union have again and again returned 
evil for good in our relations, ever since we recognized them in 1933 on liberal but 
definite terms which they promptly violated ; and 

Whereas in the years since 1933, despite all pledges given us then and in the 
Declaration of the United Nations of January 1, 1942, and the Charter of the 
United Nations signed by them in 1945, they have enslaved one-third of mankind, 
killing millions, sending millions more to slave labor camps, destroying free trade 
unions and freedom of speech, of religion and of assembly ; and 

Whereas the Red Dictatorship in China, under the chairmanship of Mao Tse- 
tung, has risen to power over the bodies of millions of their countrymen slain 
in civil war; another 15 million reported by Asst. Secretary of State Robertson 
to have been executed as counter revolutionaries ; and more than 20 million more 
condemned to slave labor ; and 

Whereas this bloody tyranny over the oldest civilized nation in the world, 
defied the U. N. in Korea and committed unspeakable crimes against the Korean 
people, and American and Korean soldiers, all of which, and much more, caused 
the House of Representatives and the Senate of the U. 8S. and both political parties 
in their Conventions of 1956 to vote unanimously against any form of recognition 
of Red China or its admittance into the U. N.; and 

Whereas the Honorable John Foster Dulles, Secretary of State, on June 28, 
1957, did declare that American policy stood firmly on these principles and with 
certainty regarded the evil that now afflicts the 600,000,000 people of China as 
only “a passing phase”: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the ILA in Convention assembled congratulates Secretary 
Dulles for his firm pronouncement to the whole world that the U. S. stands firm 
for the unanimous policy of both our political parties against trade with or recog- 
nition of Communist China ; and be it further 

Resolved, That it is beneath the dignity of free American workers to handle 
goods produced by slave labor and that the ILA hereby vigorously opposes any 
trade which would strengthen the Chinese Communist regime which is the enemy 
of Our Country and of free workingmen throughout the world; and be it further 

Resolved, That all members of the International Longshoremen’s Association 
will refuse to work on any job connected with trade with the Peiping regime 
and calls on all free labor, in this country and abroad, to follow suit by refusing 
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to work in the production or distribution of any material which will be shipped to 
Mainland China, which can only strengthen the brutal regime temporarily in 
power ; and be it still further 

Resolved, That Congress should investigate the connections, affiliations and 
motivations of any and all who seek to destroy the greatest unity achieved by 
Americans on any foreign policy issue in our generation. This investigation 
should be so thorough as to reveal whether such activities were undertaken 
without ulterior motives or on behalf of enemies of the USA and should be under- 
taken without respect to persons or organizations involved, whether business 
groups such as the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce or Harry Bridges’ 
ILWU, or pseudo-scholarly groups such as the Institute of Pacific Relations, 
the Association for Asian Studies, or others; and still further 

Resolved, That while the line is firmly held against any fraternization or ap- 
peasement of the Red tide in the Pacific, that our Secretary of State demand 
redress by the Soviet Union for violation of the orders of the U. N. and the man- 
dates of humanity in Korea and Hungary, failing which that we break rela- 
tions with the U. 8. 8. R. and all its satellite puppet regimes and call for trial 
and expulsion from the U.N. 

July 15, 1957. 

Submitted by the INTERNATIONAL LONGSHOREMEN’S ASSOCIATION, PUBLIC RELA- 
TIONS DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. Morris. One other point. In your convention you had a resolu- 
tion voted down that you would have nothing more to do with Bridges. 

Mr. Gieason. No. That resolution was not only to Bridges, it was 
a resolution that would tie the hands of the international from talking 
to anybody. And it was referred to the executive council of the 
international for action, with a recommendation that the interna- 
tional—that the president of the international reaffirm the interna- 
tional’s stand against communism. 

Mr. Morris. But you did not go on record as not having any further 
eo with Bridges? 

LEASON. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. That is all. 

Mr. Braptey. In all fairness to you, I would like to say that that 
resolution, as far as I could see, was put in for political reasons in our 
own See: And it has got nothing to do with this Communist 
or Bridges or anything else, because there are certain angles being 
worked in our own organization. 

Senator Hruska. Thank you, Mr. Bradley. 

(Whereupon, at 3 : 25 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned. ) 
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